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DETAILED ACTION 
Specification 

The discloser is objected to because of the following informalities: 

The examiner suggests filing the correct application number, and the filing date instead 

of 1 on page 1 in the specification if appropriate. 

Appropriate correction is required 

Drawings 

1. The drawings are objected to as failing to comply with 37 CFR 1.84(p)(5) 
because they include the following reference character(s) not mentioned in the 
description: 

401 in figure 4 is not mentioned in the specifications. 

2. Corrected drawing sheets in compliance with 37 CFR 1 .121(d), or amendment to 
the specification to add the reference character(s) in the description in compliance with 
37 CFR 1.121(b) are required in reply to the Office action to avoid abandonment of the 
application. Any amended replacement drawing sheet should include all of the figures 
appearing on the immediate prior version of the sheet, even if only one figure is being 
amended. Each drawing sheet submitted after the filing date of an application must be 
labeled in the top margin as either "Replacement Sheet" or "New Sheet" pursuant to 37 
CFR 1.121(d). If the changes are not accepted by the examiner, the applicant will be 
notified and informed of any required corrective action in the next Office action. The 
objection to the drawings will not be held in abeyance. 
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Claim Objections 

3. Claims 3,7,11-15, and 18-24 are objected to because of the following 
informalities: 

(1) Claim 3, line 3, "extrema" should be changed to "extremes", and the same 
informality in claim 14, line 3 and claim 17, line 3. 

(2) Claim 7, line 4, "a start point" should be changed to "the start point", and 
"an end point" should be changed to "the end point" 

(3) Claim 11, line 3, "a start point" should be changed to "the start point", and 
"an end point" should be changed to "the end point" 

(4) Claim 12, line 2, "a stroke" should be changed to "the stroke" 

(5) Claim 18, line 2, "a start point" should be changed to "the start point", and on 
line 3, "an end point" should be changed to "the end point" 

(6) Claim 20, line 4, "a stroke" should be changed to "the stroke" 

(7) Claim 21 , line 9, the examiner suggest inserting "first" between "the" and 
"stroke", and same thing on line 1 1 , between "scaled" and "stroke" for clarification 

(8) Claim 23, line 2, " a second stroke" should be changed to "the second stroke" 
Appropriate correction is required. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 101 

4. 35 U.S.C. 101 reads as follows: 



Whoever invents or discovers any new and useful process, machine, manufacture, or composition of 
matter, or any new and useful improvement thereof, may obtain a patent therefor, subject to the 
conditions and requirements of this title. 



Application/Control Number: 10/756,930 



Art Unit: 2609 



Page 4 



5. Claims 8-15 and 21-24 are rejected under U.S.C. 101 because the claimed 
invention is directed to non- statutory subject matter. 

In each of the claims 8,9,10,11,12,13,14,15 and 21,22,23,24, a" program" which 
is executed by a computer is being recited; however, a program which is executed by a 
computer would reasonably be interpreted by one of ordinary skill in the art as software, 
pre se. This subject matter is not limited to that which falls within a statutory category of 
invention because it is limited to a process, machine, manufacture, or a composition of 
matter. Software is a function descriptive material and function descriptive material is 
non-statutory subject matter. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 102 

6. The following is a quotation of the appropriate paragraphs of 35 U.S.C. 102 that 
form the basis for the rejections under this section made in this Office action: 

A person shall be entitled to a patent unless - 

(b) the invention was patented or described in a printed publication in this or a foreign country or in public 
use or on sale in this country, more than one year prior to the date of application for patent in the United 
States. 

7. Claims 1,3, and 6 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 102(b) as being anticipated by 
Uchiyama (US 5,91 1,005). 

(1) Regarding claim 1: 
Uchiyama discloses a method for scaling a handwriting character input as shown in 
figure 6, the method comprising: 

deriving a stroke parameter from a first handwritten character stroke; (column 4, 
line 29-30), (the examiner interpreted that the feature extraction unit (112 in figure 6) 
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extract the vector characteristic which represents the stroke parameter from the inputted 
image which is the first handwritten stroke) 

calculating an input area in which the first handwritten character stroke was 
supplied; (column 1, line 22-23), (the examiner interpreted that the feature of each sub 
area as the size of each input area, as the feature was defined as a size on (column 5, 
line 1)) 

scaling the stroke parameter according to the input area (column 4, line 53-57), 
(the examiner interpreted that the sub area vector extraction unit (104 in figure 6) is 
setting the identification value of the vector characteristic which represents the stroke 
parameter based on the sub area specification parameters which represents the input 
area) 

(2) Regarding claim 3: 

Uchiyama discloses a method for scaling a handwriting character input where the input 
area bounds the first handwritten character stroke at coordinate extreme of the first 
handwritten character stroke (column 5, line 32-34), (the examiner interpreted that the 
identification value of the sub area (input area) is defined in both horizontal (x axis) and 
vertical (y axis), therefore it's limiting the first handwriting character stroke at its 
coordinate's extreme X and Y, and the same think applies for the second stroke later) 

(3) Regarding claim 6: 

Uchiyama discloses a method for scaling a handwriting character input where the step 
of scaling includes multiplying the stroke parameter with the ratio of a reference area to 
the input area (column 5, Iine15-16), (the examiner interpreted the sub area as the input 
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area, and the area of the reference image as a reference area, also the examiner 
interpreted that the vector characteristic represents the stroke parameter, and the 
multiplication function would be recognized by anyone skilled in the art as mathematical 
function) J 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

8. The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set 
forth in section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and 
the prior art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the 
invention was made to a person having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. 
Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the invention was made. 

9. Claims 2,7, and 21-22 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being 
unpatentable over Uchiyama in view of Ito et al. (US 6,694,056). 

(1) Regarding claim 2: 

Uchiyama discloses a method, system and program for scaling handwritten character 
input for performing handwriting recognition, and calculating the input area as above. 
(The examiner interpreted the recalculating method of the input area of the second 
stroke input is the same as the first stroke). 

However, Uchiyama does not disclose the step of deriving which includes the detecting 
of the start point and an end point of the first handwritten character stroke as recited in 
claim 2. 

However Ito et al. teaches a method where the step of deriving includes detecting a 
start point and an end point of the first handwritten character (column 4, line 12-16), 
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(The examiner interpreted that the off-stroke information-detecting unit has the same 
function as the detecting unit of claim 2) 

One skilled in the art would have clearly recognized the detecting of the start point of 
the handwritten character to differentiate them from the end points (column 8, line 43- 
45). Therefore it would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time of 
the invention to combine the system of Ito et al., where the start point and the end point 
of handwritten character are detected, in the system of Uchiyama for scaling 
handwritten character input because such feature is capable of distinguishing 
characters with similar stroke information and accurately recognizing characters using 
off-stroke between strokes (column 4, line 28-30) 
(2).Regarding claim 7: 

Uchiyama discloses a method for scaling handwritten character input for performing 
handwriting recognition where the step of calculating includes identifying coordinates 
extremes of the coordinates of the first and second handwritten character stroke 
(column 5, line 32-34) 

However, Uchiyama does not disclose the determination of coordinates of start point 
and an end point of the first and the second handwritten characters as recited in claim 7 
However, Ito et al. teaches a system where the coordinates (column 2, line 7), (the 
examiner interpreted the coordinates string as the sets of coordinates of points) of the 
start point (column 2, line 23) and an end point (column 2, line 24) of the first and 
second handwritten character stroke are determined (column 2, line 8-9), (the examiner 
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interpreted that each handwriting stroke composing the handwriting characters as the 
first and second handwriting character) 

One skilled in the art would have clearly recognized the determination of the start and 
an end position of the handwritten character in order to obtain the stroke information 
(column 2, line 27-28). Therefore it would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in 
the art at the time of the invention to combine the system of Ito et al. in the system of 
Uchiyama because such feature will allowed to compare the obtained stroke information 
with each of set of standard stroke information and output a plurality of candidate, so 
the stroke candidate with low recognition level are ignored, which increases efficiency 
for the detecting of character candidate. 

(3) Regarding claims 21-22: 
Uchiyama discloses all the subject matter as in claims 2 and 7 above. (The examiner 
interpreted that the method of scaling the second stroke is the same as the rescaling of 
the first stroke, and the method of recalculating the input area is the same as the 
previous method for calculating the area). 

However Uchiyama does not discloses the displaying of a collection area in a computer 
interface adapted to display a first stroke input into the collection area, also displaying 
the scaled stroke in window of the computer interface, where the window is a predefined 
area of the computer as recited in claims 21 and 22. 

However, Ito et al. teaches a system and program where the fescaled first stroke and 
the scaled second stroke are displayed in the collection area, therefore in the window. 
(203 in figure 2), (column 12, line 6), (the examiner interpreted that the displaying 
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method is the same for the stroke parameters as well as the collection area, also the 
window system is inherent in the system of Ito et al. since he used a computer, and 
most computers in the world are running on window operating system) 
One skilled in the art would have clearly recognized the display (column 12, line 6) of 
strokes in the collection area or window. Therefore it would have been obvious to one of 
ordinary skill in the art at the time of the invention to include the display system of Ito et 
al. in the scaling handwritten character of Uchiyama because such feature will display 
all the strokes parameters to the operator on the screen, so he could make any 
adjustment or changes to the program to improve the handwritten recognition. 

10. Claims 4 and 5 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over 
Uchiyama in view of llan et al. (US 6,023,529). 

Uchiyama discloses a method, system and program for scaling handwritten character 
input for performing handwriting recognition and calculating the input area as in claims 
1,2 and 3 above. 

However, Uchiyama does not disclose: 

1) The step of deriving which includes calculating the length parameter of the first 
handwritten character stroke as recited in claim 4, and 

2) The step of calculating includes squaring the length parameter of the first handwritten 
character stroke as recited in claim 5, 

However llan et al. teaches a method for calculating a length parameter (column 3, line 
6-9) of the first handwritten character, and squaring the length parameter of the first 
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handwritten character (column 6, Formula (10)), (the examiner interpreted that squaring 
function of the length parameter between the centers of the first two strokes is the same 
as the squaring function of the length parameter between the start point and the end 
point of handwritten character) 

One skilled in the art would have clearly recognized that the length parameter of 
handwritten stroke is important in recognition system (column 1, line 65-66), and 
(column 2, line 1-2) as well as the squaring of the length parameter, which is a 
mathematical function well known by one of ordinary skilled in art. Therefore, it would 
have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time of the invention to 
combine the system of Han et al. where the length parameter is determined as well as 
the squaring function of the length parameter, which is a mathematical function in the 
system of Uchiyama for scaling handwritten character input because such feature will 
improve the recognition system for some parameters which have a range of values, and 
are not binary in nature (column 2, line 3-6) as well as the usage of the length 
parameter in mathematical functions to determine another parameters such as the first 
parameter in horizontal axis and a second parameter in vertical axis (as shown in 
formulas (2) and (3), column 5). 

11. Claims 8-15 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over 
Uchiyama and Ito et al. (US 6,694,056) as applied in claims 2 and 7 above, and further 
in view of Han et al. (US 6,023,529) 
(1) Regarding claim 8: 
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Uchiyama discloses a method and a program (column 4, line 22), (the examiner 
interpreted a word processors as a program) for scaling handwritten character input for 
performing handwriting recognition derived from the handwritten character stroke 
(column 4, line 29-30), also Uchiyama discloses a method and program for calculating 
an input area and scaling the stroke length parameter as above. 
Ito et al. disclose a system (program) where the start point (column 2, line 23) and an 
end point (column 2, line 24) of the first and second handwritten character stroke are 
determined (column 2, line 8-9), (the examiner interpreted that each handwriting stroke 
composing the handwriting characters as the first and second handwriting character) 
Uchiyama and Ito et al do not disclose the calculation of the stroke length parameter of 
the first stroke as recited in claim 8. 

However, Nan et al. teaches a method and a program for calculating a length parameter 
(column 3, line 6-9) of the first handwritten character 

One skilled in the art would have clearly recognized that the length parameter of 
handwritten stroke is important in recognition system (column 1, line 65-66), and 
(column 2, line 1-2). Therefore, it would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the 
art at the time of the invention to combine the system of llan et al. where the length 
parameter is determined in the system of Uchiyama for scaling handwritten character 
input because such feature will improve the recognition system for some parameters 
which have a range of values, and are not binary in nature (column 2, line 3-6) as well 
as the usage of the length parameter in mathematical functions to determine another 
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parameters such as the first parameter in horizontal axis and a second parameter in 
vertical axis (as shown in formulas (2) and (3), column 5). 

(2) Regarding claim 9: 

Uchiyama further discloses a program for scaling a handwriting character input where 
the input area bounds the first handwritten character stroke at coordinate extreme of the 
first handwritten character stroke (column 5, line 32-34), (the examiner interpreted that 
the identification value of the sub area (input area) is defined in both horizontal (x axis) 
and vertical (y axis), therefore it's limiting the first handwriting character stroke at its 
coordinates extreme X and Y, and the same think apply for the second stroke, 
furthermore, the word processor was mentioned as part of recognition system (column 
4, line 23). Therefore, the examiner interpreted the word processor as a program, since 
the program is included in the word processor system) 

(3) Regarding claim 10: 

Uchiyama further discloses the method and program where the second instruction scale 
the stroke length parameter of the first stroke as a ratio of the reference area to the 
input area (column 5, Iine15-16), (the examiner interpreted the sub area as the input 
area, and the area of the reference image as a reference area) 

(4) Regarding claim 1 1 : 

Uchiyama and Ito et al. disclose a method, system and program for scaling handwritten 
character input for performing handwriting recognition, and calculating the input area as 
in claim 8 above. 
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(The examiner interpreted the recalculating method of the input area of the second 
stroke input is the same as the first stroke). 

Uchiyama and Ito et al. do not disclose the determination of the start point and an end 
point for the second stroke input as recited in claims 1 1 , 

However Ito et al. teaches a method where the step of deriving includes detecting a 
start point and an end point of the first handwritten character (column 4, line 12-16), 
(The examiner interpreted that the off-stroke information-detecting unit has the same 
function as the detecting unit of claim 2, and the method of determination the start point 
and an end point is the same for both first and second handwritten character) 

One skilled in the art would have clearly recognized the detecting of the start point of 
the handwritten character to differentiate them from the end points (column 8, line 43- 
45). Therefore it would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time of 
the invention to combine the system of Ito et al. where the start point and the end point 
of handwritten character are detected in the system of Uchiyama for scaling handwritten 
character input because such feature is capable of distinguishing characters with similar 
stroke information and accurately recognizing characters using off-stroke between 
strokes (column 4, line 28-30) 

(5) Regarding claims 12 and 13: 
Uchiyama and Ito et al. disclose a method, system and program for scaling handwritten 
character input for performing handwriting recognition and calculating the input area as 
in claims 8 and 1 1 above. 
Uchiyama and Ito et al. do not disclose: 
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1) The step of deriving which includes calculating the length parameter of the second 
handwritten character stroke as recited in claim 12; and 

2) rescaling the stroke length parameter of the second stroke as recited in claims 13. 
However Man et al. teaches a method for calculating a length parameter (column 3, line 
6-9) of the second handwritten character, (the examiner interpreted that the method for 
calculating the first handwritten character is the same as the second stroke), and 
rescaling the stroke parameter of the second stroke (column 6, Formula (10)), (the 
examiner interpreted that the scaling method of the first handwritten character as the 
same as the rescaling of the second stroke) 

One skilled in the art would have clearly recognized that the length parameter of 
handwritten stroke is important in recognition system (column 1, line 65-66), and 
(column 2, line 1-2) as well as the rescaling method of the second stroke which the 
same as the scaling method of the first stroke parameter. Therefore, it would have been 
obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time of the invention to combine the 
system of Han et al. where the length parameter is determined in the system of 
Uchiyama for scaling handwritten character input because such feature will improve the 
recognition system for some parameters which have a range of values, and are not 
binary in nature (column 2, line 3-6) as well as the usage of the length parameter in 
mathematical functions to determine another parameters such as the first parameter in 
horizontal axis and a second parameter in vertical axis (as shown in formulas (2) and 
(3), column 5). 

(6) Regarding claim 14: 
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Uchiyama further discloses a system and program where the recalculated input area 
bounds the first stroke and the second stroke at coordinates extremes on the first stroke 
and the second stroke (column 5, line 32-34), (the examiner interpreted that the 
recalculated input area is limiting the first and the second handwriting character strokes 
at its coordinates extreme X and Y, also the examiner interpreted the word processor as 
a program) 

(7) Regarding claim 15: 
Uchiyama further discloses a system and program where the second instructions 
rescale the stroke length parameter of the first stroke according to the recalculated input 
area (column 5, Iine15-16), (the examiner interpreted that the method of rescaling the 
first handwritten character is the same as above, except the using of the new value of 
recalculated input area in the rescaling). 

12. Claims 16-20 and 23-24 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being 
unpatentable over Uchiyama and Man et al. (US 6,023,529) as applied in claims 1,4 and 
6 above, and further in view of Ito et al. (US 6,694,056) 

(1) Regarding claim 16: 
Uchiyama discloses a system and method (columnl, line 6) for calculating an input area 
into which the first handwritten character stroke was supplied (column 1, line 22-23), 
where the calculated stroke parameter is scales according to the calculated input area 
(column 5, Iine15-16) 
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Man et al. disclose the calculating of the stroke length parameter from the start point and 
the end point (column 3, line 6-9) 

Uchiyama and llan et al. do not discloses a system comprising: 
a pointing device for receiving a first handwriting character stroke; a memory that 
contains a set of instructions; and a processing unit, responsive to execution of the set 
of instructions as recited in claim 16; 

However, Ito et al. teaches a system (figure 1 and 2) comprising: 
A pointing device for receiving a first handwritten character stroke (204 in figure 2), 
(column 12, line 13); a memory that contains a set of instructions (column 12, line 7), 
(the examiner interpreted the memory as the storage medium); and a processor unit 
(109 in figure 1, column 11, line 64) and (column 12, line 4) responsive to execution of 
the set of instructions, for determining a start point and an end point of the first 
handwritten character (column 19, line 47-48) 

One skilled in the art would have clearly recognized the data system, which comprises 
the pointing device (column 12, line 13), memory (column 12, line 7) and a processing 
unit (column 12, line 4). Therefore, it would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in 
the art at the time of the invention to combine the system of Ito et al. which comprises a 
pointing device, memory and a processor unit in the system of Uchiyama for scaling 
handwritten character because in such feature, it will be possible to have a computer 
readable storage medium stores programs code that have the computer to execute the 
function of each, and applies to the handwritten character inputted by the pointing 
device such as a pen without functions for recognizing the handwritten characters 
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drawn one after another, as well as it will be possible to make the demonstration of the 
invention in a computer.(column 26, line 61-67). 

(2) Regarding claim 17: 

Uchiyama further discloses a system where the calculated input area bounds the first 
handwritten character stroke at coordinate extremes of the first handwritten character 
stroke (column 5, line 32-34). 

(3) Regarding claim 18: 

Uchiyama and Han et al. discloses a method, system and program for scaling 
handwritten character input for performing handwriting recognition, and calculating the 
input area as in claims 16 and 17 above. 

(The examiner interpreted the recalculating method of the input area of the second 
stroke input is the same as the first stroke). 

Uchiyama and Man et al. do not disclose a processing system where the processing 
unit, determines the start point and the end point of the second handwritten character as 
recited in claim 18. 

However Ito et al. teaches a method where the processing system determines a start 
point and an end point of the second handwritten character (column 4, line 12-16), 
(The examiner interpreted that the method of determination the start point and an end 
point is the same for both first and second handwritten character) 
One skilled in the art would have clearly recognized the calculation by the processing 
unit of the start point of the handwritten character to differentiate them from the end 
points (column 8, line 43-45). Therefore it would have been obvious to one of ordinary 
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skill in the art at the time of the invention to combine the system of Ito et al. where the 
start point and the end point of handwritten character are detected in the system of 
Uchiyama for scaling handwritten character input because such feature is capable of 
distinguishing characters with similar stroke information and accurately recognizing 
characters using off-stroke between strokes (column 4, line 28-30) 

(4) Regarding claim 19: 
Uchiyama discloses a method, system and program for scaling handwritten character 
input for performing handwriting recognition and calculating the input area as in claims 
16 and 18 above. 

(The examiner interpreted that the method of recalculating the input area is the same as 
above). 

However, Uchiyama does not disclose the processing system for rescaling the stroke 
length parameter as recited in claims 19. 

However Man et al. teaches a method for rescaling the stroke parameter (column 3, line 
6-9), (the examiner interpreted that the rescaling method of the stroke parameter is the 
same as the scaling method above) 

One skilled in the art would have clearly recognized that the rescaling of the stroke 
length parameter (column 2, line 1-2). Therefore, it would have been obvious to one of 
ordinary skill in the art at the time of the invention to combine the system of Man et al. 
where the length parameter is determined as well as the squaring function of the length 
parameter, which is a mathematical function in the system of Uchiyama for scaling 
handwritten character input because such feature will improve the recognition system 
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for some parameters which have a range of values, and are not binary in nature 
(column 2, line 3-6) as well as the usage of the length parameter in mathematical 
functions to determine another parameters such as the first parameter in horizontal axis 
and a second parameter in vertical axis (as shown in formulas (2) and (3), column 5). 

(5) Regarding claim 20: 
Uchiyama discloses a system and method (columnl, line 6) to scale the stroke length 
parameter of the second handwritten character in relation to the recalculated input area 
as in claims 16 and 18 above. (The examiner interpreted that the scaling method is the 
same for the first and the second handwritten character). 

Ilan et al. disclose the calculating of the stroke length parameter of the second 
handwritten character (column 3, line 6-9), (the examiner interpreted that the method of 
calculating the stroke length parameter is the same for the first and the second 
handwritten character) 

Uchiyama and Ilan et al. do not disclose a system where the processing unit, 
responsive to determining the start point and the end point of the second handwritten 
character as recited in claim 20. 

However Ito et al. teaches a system where the processing unit determines the start 
point and an end point of the second handwritten character (column 4, line 12-16), 
(The examiner interpreted that the method of determination the start point and an end 
point is the same for both first and second handwritten character) 
One skilled in the art would have clearly recognized the detecting of the start point of 
the second handwritten character to differentiate them from the end point (column 8, 
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line 43-45). Therefore it would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the 
time of the invention to combine the system of Ito et al. where the start point and the 
end point of handwritten character are detected in the system of Uchiyama for scaling 
handwritten character input because such feature is capable of distinguishing 
characters with similar stroke information and accurately recognizing characters using 
off-stroke between strokes (column 4, line 28-30) 

(6) Regarding claims 23 and 24: 
Uchiyama and Han et al. discloses all the subject matter as in claims 16,18 and 20 
above. (The examiner interpreted that the method of scaling the second stroke is the 
same as the rescaling of the first stroke, and the method of recalculating the input area 
is the same as the previous method for calculating the area). 

Uchiyama and Han et al. do not discloses a computer program where the first 
instructions display the second stroke input in the collection area as recited in claim 23, 
and the third instructions where the rescaled first stroke and scaled second stroke were 
displayed in the window as recited in claim 24. 

However, Ito et al. teaches a system and program where the rescaled first stroke and 
the scaled second stroke are displayed in the collection area, therefore in the window. 
(203 in figure 2, column 12, line 6), (the examiner interpreted that the displaying method 
is the same for the stroke parameters as well as the collection area, also the window 
system is inherent in the system of Ito et al. since he used a computer, and most of 
computers in the world are running on window operating system) 
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One skilled in the art would have clearly recognized the display (column 12, line 6) of 
strokes in the collection area or window. Therefore it would have been obvious to one of 
ordinary skill in the art at the time of the invention to include the display system of Ito et 
aL in the scaling handwritten character of Uchiyama because such feature will display 
all the strokes parameters to the operator on the screen, so he could make any 
adjustment or changes to the program to improve the handwritten recognition, also the 
operator may use the colors to distinguish between the handwritten characters on the 
screen. 

Conclusion 

13. The prior art made of record and not relied upon is considered pertinent to 
applicant's disclosure. Suwa et al. (US 6,535,619) disclose an address recognition 
apparatus for reading an address from the handwritten characters in free-pitch area. 

14. Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Amara Abdi whose telephone number is (571) 270- 
1670. The examiner can normally be reached on Monday through Friday 7:30 Am to 
5:00 PM E.T.. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Shuwang Liu can be reached on (571) 272-3036. The fax phone number for 
the organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 571-273-8300. 
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Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the 
Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for 
published applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. 
Status information for unpublished applications is available through Private PAIR only. 
For more information about the PAIR system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should 
you have questions on access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic 
Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). If you would like assistance from a 
USPTO Customer Service Representative or access to the automated information 
system, call 800-786-9199 (IN USA OR CANADA) or 571-272-1000. 

Amara Abdi . 
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